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454 2 VIRGINIA LAW REGISTER, N. S. [ Oct., 

JONES et al. v. CRUMPLER et al. 
June 8, 1916.- 
[89 S. E. 232.] 

1. Garnishment (§ 218*)— Claim by Third Persons— Findings— Suf- 
ficiency of Evidence. — In a garnishment, the evidence held to sustain 
the trial court's finding that the interveners owned one-half of cer- 
tain farm products shipped in defendant's name to the garnishee. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Garnishment, Cent. Dig. §§ 411- 
413; Dec. Dig. § 218.* 2 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 120.] 

2. Bills and Notes (§ 70*)— Drafts— Acceptance— What Constitutes. 
— A commission firm authorized a customer to draw against it after 
depositing certain bills of lading, but he drew and cashed the draft 
at a bank before such deposit; after finally receiving the bills of lad- 
ing, the drawee wrote him they were getting the draft from the bank. 
Held, the draft was not accepted. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Bills and Notes, Cent. Dig. §§ 130, 
131; Dec. Dig. § 70.* 2 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 428.] 

3. Bills and Notes (§ 68*) — Drafts — Acceptance on Another Paper 
— Liability of Acceptor. — In view of Negotiable Instruments Law 
(Code 1904, p. 1481) § 134, a letter from the drawee to the drawer 
accepting a draft would not be binding in favor -of a bank which never 
saw the letter or advanced money relying upon it. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Bills and Notes, Cent. Dig. §§ 
110-115; Dec. Dig. § 68.* 2 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 428.] 

4. Assignments (§ 49*) — Sufficiency of Draft as Assignment — Stat- 
ute. — Under Negotiable Instruments Law (Code 1904, p. 1480) § 127, 
an unaccepted draft cashed by a bank at the drawer's request did not 
operate as an assignment to the bank of the drawer's funds in the 
drawee's possession. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Assignments, Cent. Dig. §§ 85-98; 
Dec. Dig. § 49.* 1 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 759.] 

Error to Law and Chancery Court of City of Norfolk. 

Garnishment proceeding by W. M. Jones against E. L. Criunp- 
ler, defendant, and Etire & Company and others, garnishees, in 
which the Citizens' Bank of Windsor and others intervened. 
Judgment for interveners, and plaintiff and certain others bring 
error. Affirmed in part, and reversed and rendered in part. 

W. T. Shannonhouse and B. R. P. Wells, both of Norfolk, 
for plaintiffs in error. 

N. T. Green and Williams, Tunstall & Thorn, all of Norfolk, 
for defendants in error. 

*For other cases see same topic and KEY-NL^MBER in all Key- 
Numbered Digests and Indexes. 



